THE DEFENCE OF THE EMPIRE
with India or Australia made impossible by other
means, then, as one result, within a week or two cer-
tain children in certain streets of Manchester and
Liverpool would begin to die. Britain is entitled, if
she can, to prevent the deaths of those children, or
the impoverishment of those streets. That is indeed
legitimate defence5.
Furthermore, doubtful as may be the advantages
to the mother country of the 'closed empire' of the
old type, the disadvantages to other countries are
unquestionable. If India-or for that matter and
more pertinently China-were to fall under the
dominion of Powers who would close the territory to
our trade, the damage would be quite clear. We feel
that we need to defend ourselves against the economic
errors of others; and to defend order.
But it is the defence of a process, not of 'property'.
It is for Britain vitally necessary that the traffic on
certain roads should not be impeded. So long as the
traffic code is observed she need not 'own' the roads,
and users of roads commonly do not own them. But
if for some individual to own a road is the only means
by which he can be sure of the secure use of it, then
fee has an interest in ownership.
Yet it is very largely confusion on that point which
creates the dangers and tensions of our world. For
if one user wants to own or dominate the road then
other users will challenge his right so to do, and a
problem which is really one of order becomes one of
ownership. We have become so obsessed with the
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